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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This action is in response to the application filed April 15, 2004. 



2. 



Claims 1-26 have been examined and are pending with this action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1,12 and 1 5-1 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated 
by Hlasny(US 7,222,160). 

As per claim 1, Hlasny teaches a client device for obtaining a data object from a 
server device, comprising: 

a transmitter (see col.3, lines 3-12: "Bluetooth radio transceiver") for sending to 
the server device a request (see col.4, lines 41- 49: "A search request message is 
created from the search parameters... and is transmitted 84 to the slaves") comprising a 
first codeword and an arbitrary alphanumeric string, wherein the first codeword indicates 
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that the alphanumeric string should be interpreted at the server as a search string (see 
Fig.4A; Fig.4B; and col.4, lines 35-41 & 53-61); and 

a receiver (see col.3, lines 3-12: "Bluetooth radio transceiver") for receiving from 
the server device, in reply to the request, a data object comprising the arbitrary 
alphanumeric string (see col.4, lines 50-53: "the response list 136 includes the one or 
more identifiers for the objects having a relationship to the search parameters and their 
locations"). 

As per claim 12, which depends on claim 1 , Hlasny further teaches wherein the 
alphanumeric string is followed by an extension that specifies the type of data object 
received from the server (see col.4, lines 37-38). 

As per claim 15, which depends on claim 1 , Hlasny further teaches comprised in 
an accessory to the server device (see Fig.1 ). 

As per claim 16, which depends on claim 1 , Hlasny further teaches comprised in 
an accessory to a mobile cellular telephone (see Fig.1 ). 

As per claim 17, Hlasny teaches a method of obtaining a data object from a 
server device, comprising: 

composing a request (see col.4, lines 41- 49: "A search request message is 
created from the search parameters... and is transmitted 84 to the slaves") comprising a 
predetermined first codeword and an arbitrary alphanumeric string, wherein the first 
codeword indicates that the alphanumeric string should be interpreted at the server as a 
search string (see Fig.4A; Fig.4B; and col.4, lines 35-41 & 53-61); 
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sending the composed request to the server device (see col.4, lines 41- 49: "... 
and is transmitted 84 to the slaves"); and 

receiving from the server device, in reply to the request, a data object comprising 
the arbitrary alphanumeric string (see col.4, lines 50-53: "the response list 136 includes 
the one or more identifiers for the objects having a relationship to the search 
parameters and their locations"). 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all . 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 9, 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hlasny (US 7,222,160). 

As per claim 9, which depends on claim 1 , Hlasny does not explicitly teach 
wherein the first codeword is 'search'. 

However these differences are only found in the nonfunctional descriptive 
material and are not functionally involved in the steps recited. The obtaining of the data 
object will be performed regardless of the codeword. Thus this descriptive material will 
not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re 
Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 
F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to employ any codeword in any order because such 
data does not functionally relate to the steps in the method claimed, because the 
subjective interpretation of the data does not patentably distinguish the claimed 
invention, and because Hlasny teaches search parameters may comprise any 
"parameters that will permit the method to locate a data object that is stored on a 
remote device" (see col. 4, lines 37-41 ). 

As per claim 13, which depends on claim 1 , Hlasny does not explicitly teach 
wherein the received data object is a vcard comprising the arbitrary alphanumeric string. 

However these differences are only found in the nonfunctional descriptive 
material and are not functionally involved in the steps recited. The reception of a data 
object will be performed regardless of the data. Thus this descriptive material will not 
distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re 
Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 
F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to receive any data object because such data does not 
functionally relate to the steps in the method claimed, because the subjective 
interpretation of the data does not patentably distinguish the claimed invention. 

As per claim 14, which depends on claim 1 , Hlasny does not explicitly teach 
wherein the received data object is a vcalendar comprising the arbitrary alphanumeric 
string. 
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However these differences are only found in the nonfunctional descriptive 
material and are not functionally involved in the steps recited. The reception of a data 
object will be performed regardless of the data. Thus this descriptive material will not 
distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re 
Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 
F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to receive any data object because such data does not 
functionally relate to the steps in the method claimed, because the subjective 
interpretation of the data does not patentably distinguish the claimed invention. 

5. Claims 2-8, 10, 1 1 and 18-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hlasny (US 7,222,160) in view of Scharber (US 6,542,964). 

As per claim 18, Hlasny teaches a server device for providing a data object to a 
client device, comprising: 

a receiver for receiving from the client device a request (see col.4, lines 41-49: 
"... and is transmitted 84 to the slaves") comprising a first codeword and an arbitrary 
alphanumeric string (see Fig.4A; Fig.4B; and col.4, lines 35-41 & 53-61); 

parsing means for parsing the request (see col.4, lines 37-41 : "... or other 
parameters that will permit the method to locate a data object that is stored on a remote 
device"); 
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detection means for detecting the presence of the first codeword in the request 
(see col.4, lines 37-41 : "... or other parameters that will permit the method to locate a 
data object that is stored on a remote device"); 

search means for searching data objects to obtain a data object comprising the 
alphanumeric search string (see col.4, lines 37-41 : "... or other parameters that will 
permit the method to locate a data object that is stored on a remote device"); and 

a transmitter for transmitting to the client device, in reply to the request, the 
obtained data object (see col.4, line 50: "Response received from claves are displayed 
to the user 86"). 

Hlasny does not explicitly teach searching a database. 

Scharber teaches searching a database (see col. 10, lines 53-61). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Hlasny in view of Scharber by 
implementing searching a database. One would be motivated to do so because 
databases are known repositories of resources. 

As per claim 19, which depends on claim 18, Hlasny and Scharber teach further 
comprising a user interface for user specification of a search string and for displaying a 
data object, wherein the search means is arranged to search the database (see claim 
18 rejection above) to obtain a data object, comprising the user specified search string, 
for display in the user interface (see col.4, lines 35-50). 

As per claims 2 and 20, which respectively depend on claims 2 and 18, Hlasny 
and Scharber further teach wherein the request additionally comprises a second 
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codeword indicating the database (see claim 18 rejection above) to be searched and 
wherein the search means is arranged to search the database indicated by the second 
codeword (see Fig.5: "ADDRESS"; and col.4, lines 53-61: "UUID"). 

As per claims 3 and 21, which respectively depend on claims 1 and 18, Hlasny 
and Scharber further teach wherein the request additionally comprises a third codeword 
indicating the memory location of the database (see claim 18 rejection above) to be 
searched and wherein the search means is arranged to search at a memory location 
indicated by the third codeword (see col. 5, lines 11-15). 

As per claims 4 and 22, which respectively depend on claims 1 and 18, Hlasny 
further teaches wherein the request comprises the predetermined first codeword and 
the arbitrary alphanumeric string (see col.4, lines 37-61) and the parsing means is 
arranged to parse the header (inherency), wherein the first codeword indicates that the 
alphanumeric string should be interpreted at the server as a search string and not as a 
filename (see col.4, lines 35-44). 

Hlasny does not explicitly teach a GET command comprising a header. 

Scharber teaches a GET command comprising a header (see col.3, lines 52-56) 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Hlasny in view of Scharber by 
implementing a GET command comprising a header. One would be motivated to do so 
because Hlasny teaches of accessing objects via the Internet (see col.2, lines 58-62). 
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As per claim 5, which depends on claim 4, Hlasny further teaches wherein the 
arbitrary alphanumeric string follows but is separated from the first codeword (see col.4, 
lines 37-44). 

As per claim 6, which depends on claim 4, Hlasny and Scharber further teach 
wherein the header additionally comprises a second codeword indicating the database 
to be searched (see Fig.5: "ADDRESS"; and col.4, lines 53-61 : "UUID"). 

As per claim 7, which depends on claim 6, Hlasny further teaches wherein the 
first codeword follows but is separated from the second codeword and the arbitrary 
alphanumeric string follows but is separated from the first code word (see col.4, lines 
37-44). 

As per claim 8, which depends on claim 7, Hlasny and Scharber further teach 
wherein the header additionally comprises a third codeword indicating the memory 
location of the database to be searched by the server (see Fig.5: "ADDRESS"; and 
col.4, lines 53-61 : "UUID"). 

As per claim 10, which respectively depends on claim 6, Hlasny and Scharber 
do not explicitly teach wherein the second codeword is one of 'pb', 'cal* and 'msg'. 

However these differences are only found in the nonfunctional descriptive 
material and are not functionally involved in the steps recited. The obtaining of the data 
object will be performed regardless of the codeword. Thus this descriptive material will 
not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re 
Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 
F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to employ any codeword in any order because such 
data does not functionally relate to the steps in the method claimed, because the 
subjective interpretation of the data does not patentably distinguish the claimed 
invention, and because Hlasny teaches search parameters may comprise any 
"parameters that will permit the method to locate a data object that is stored on a 
remote device" (see col.4, lines 37-41 ). 

As per claim 11, which respectively depends on claim 8, Hlasny and Scharber 
do not explicitly teach wherein the third codeword comprises one of 'SIM' or 'file'. 

However these differences are only found in the nonfunctional descriptive 
material and are not functionally involved in the steps recited. The obtaining of the data 
object will be performed regardless of the codeword. Thus this descriptive material will 
not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re 
Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 
F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to employ any codeword in any order because such 
data does not functionally relate to the steps in the method claimed, because the 
subjective interpretation of the data does not patentably distinguish the claimed 
invention, and because Hlasny teaches search parameters may comprise any 
"parameters that will permit the method to locate a data object that is stored on a 
remote device" (see col.4, lines 37-41). 
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As per claim 23, which depends on claim 22, Hlasny and Scharber further teach 
wherein the header additionally comprises a second codeword indicating the database 
(see claim 18 rejection above) to be searched and wherein the search means is 
arranged to search the database indicated by the second codeword (see Fig. 5: 
"ADDRESS"; and col.4, lines 53-61: "UUID"). 

As per claim 24, . which depends on claim 23, Hlasny and Scharber further teach 
wherein the header additionally comprises a third codeword indicating the memory 
location of the database (see claim 18 rejection above) to be searched and wherein the 
search means is arranged to search at a memory location indicated by the third 
codeword (see col. 5, lines 11-15). 

As per claim 25, which depends on claim 18, Hlasny further teaches 
incorporated within a mobile cellular telephone (see Fig.1 , #24). 

As per claim 26, Hlasny teaches a method of providing a data object to a client 
device, comprising: 

receiving from the client device a request (see col.4, lines 41- 49: "... and is 
transmitted 84 to the slaves") comprising a first codeword and an arbitrary alphanumeric 
string (see Fig.4A; Fig.4B; and col.4, lines 35-41 & 53-61); 

if the first codeword is in a received request, searching data objects, using the 
alphanumeric string as a search string, to obtain a data object comprising the 
alphanumeric search string (see col.4, lines 37-41 : "... or other parameters that will 
permit the method to locate a data object that is stored on a remote device"); and 

r 
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transmitting from the server device, in reply to the request, the obtained data 
object (see col.4, line 50: "Response received from claves are displayed to the user 
86"). 

Hlasny does not explicitly teach searching a database. 

Scharber teaches searching a database (see col. 10, lines 53-61). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Hlasny in view of Scharber by 
implementing searching a database. One would be motivated to do so because 
databases are known repositories of resources. 

Conclusion 

6. For the reasons above, claims 1-26 have been rejected and remain pending. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Y. Won whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3993. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th: 7AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Michael Won/ 
Primary Examiner 
November 8, 2007 



